FILED

NOT EOR PUBLICATION JAN 12 2006
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS AT e SURT SERPPEALS

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

WEN XI LIN, No. 04-74618
Petitioner, Agency No. A79-210-795
V.
MEMORANDUM”
ALBERTO R. GONZALES, Attorney
General,
Respondent.

On Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted January 9, 2006 ™

Before: HUG, O’SCANNLAIN, and SILVERMAN, Circuit Judges.
Wen Xi Lin, a native and citizen of China, petitions for review of the Board
of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing his appeal from the Immigration Judge’s

(*13) order denying his application for asylum and withholding of removal. We
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have jurisdiction pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review adverse credibility
findings for substantial evidence, Chebchoub v. INS, 257 F.3d 1038, 1042 (9th Cir.
2001), and we deny the petition for review. The 1J denied
relief on the ground that Lin was not credible. Lin presented inconsistent accounts
of his interactions with police, and the agency adequately considered his
explanations regarding these discrepancies. See Wang v. INS, 352 F.3d 1250, 1256
(9th Cir. 2003) (upholding 1J’s determination that petitioner’s explanation for
inconsistency was unlikely). The record does not compel a contrary conclusion.
See id. at 1259 (so long as one of the identified grounds is supported by substantial
evidence and goes to the heart of the claim of persecution, the Court is bound to

accept the 1J’s adverse credibility finding).

In the absence of credible testimony, petitioner failed to demonstrate
eligibility for asylum or withholding of removal. See Farah v. Ashcroft, 348 F.3d

1153, 1156 (9th Cir. 2003).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.



